ADMINISTRATIVE STAFF REPORT 8 01

TO: Mayor and Town Council March 19, 2019

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 16-2019, accepting the Danville analysis and adopting policy
positions related to the CASA Compact: A 15-Year Emergency Policy Package
to Confront the Housing Crisis in the San Francisco Bay Area; and

Resolution No. 17-2019, supporting the Tri-Valley Cities Housing and

Policy Framework as a supplement to the Tri-Valley Cities Legislative
Framework on housing matters

BACKGROUND

Historically, California housing costs have been higher than most areas in the United States.
Continued job growth has resulted in high demand and limited supply. Geographic
constraints, environmental protections and Proposition 13 have amplified the challenge and
resulted in a statewide median home price that is nearly double the nationwide median.

Over the past few decades, the State of California (“State”) has enlarged its role to address
the housing supply and affordability challenges by passing an increasing number of
housing laws. Most recently, the State crafted 15 new housing bills known as the “2017
Housing Package.” Despite the objection of many communities, including Danville, the bills
became law in late 2017.

In a parallel effort, also in 2017, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) and
the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) created the Committee to House the Bay
Area, also known as CASA. Representatives on CASA include major employers, for-profit
and non-profit housing developers, housing advocates, charitable foundations and elected
officials from large cities and counties. Notably absent from this committee are members of
the public and representatives from most suburban cities.

Over the course of 18 months in an insulated think-tank environment, CASA developed the
CASA Compact: A 15-Year Emergency Policy Package to Confront the Housing Crisis in the San
Francisco Bay Area. Although housing supply and affordability are issues of statewide
concern, the CASA Compact focused only on the Bay Area’s housing problems and
proposes to tackle them through the production of 35,000 housing units per year, preservation
of 30,000 affordable units, and protection of 300,000 lower-income households.



DISCUSSION

The CASA Compact (“Compact”), unveiled in December 2018, is a 10-point action plan
intended to be adopted as a package of new state laws. For ease of understanding, each
category of actions (referred to as “elements” in the Compact) can be grouped as follows:

Elements 1-3: =~ These elements represent the “preserve and protect” components of
the Compact (just-cause eviction standards, rent cap, rent assistance
and free legal counsel).

Elements 4-8:  These elements are the “production” component of the Compact,
with these subcategories:

#4:  More Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs)
#5-7: Process streamlining and financial incentives for builders
#8:  Using public lands for affordable housing

Elements 9-10: These elements offer revenue generating mechanisms to fund the
Compact and seeks the formation of a new independent regional
housing agency to collect and distribute those revenues.

A review of the Compact’s proposals reveals three fundamental flaws. First, the lack of
transparency in the process breeds distrust and generates significant public resistance to
future affordable housing projects or funding. Second, the proposals would induce traffic
congestion by mandating housing construction in the suburbs - away from the concentration
of jobs created in San Francisco, San Mateo and Santa Clara counties. Lastly, the one-size-
fits-all approach is counterproductive and ineffective in the suburbs, yielding more housing
units that are not necessarily more affordable. The complete text of the CASA Compact is
included as Attachment B.

Monitoring State Legislation

CASA’s effort to tackle a complex statewide issue represents the aggressive extent to which
housing advocates believe this issue must be addressed through legislation. While many
Bay Area cities are just becoming aware of its far-reaching proposals, the ideas introduced
by CASA have made their way to the new governor and state legislature - as was intended.

To date, approximately 20 of the 2,500+ new bills introduced in the 2019-2020 legislative
cycle are housing legislation that are directly or loosely correlated to the CASA Compact, as
summarized below (bills linked specifically to the Compact are shown in italics):
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CASA Compact Element

Related Bill(s)

Element 1: Just Cause Eviction

AB 1481 (Bonta) [spot bill] - Residential tenancy

Element 2: Rent Cap

AB 1482 (Chiu) [spot bill] - Rights of residential tenants
AB 36 (Bloom) [spot bill] - Rent stabilization

Element 3: Rent Assistance,
Free Legal Counsel

SB 18 (Skinner) [spot bill] - “Keep Californians Housed Act”: Statewide
rental assistance/homeless prevention grants, 90-day eviction notice

Element 4: Accessory Dwelling
Units (ADUs)

AB 68 (Ting) - ADUs: Reduce review timeframe to 60 days; restrictions
on zoning standards, limits occupancy monitoring, parking

AB 69 (Ting) - ADUs: Small home building standards
SB 13 (Wieckowski) [spot bill] - ADUs: Reduce impact fees

Element 5: Minimum Zoning
Near Transit

SB 50 (Wiener) - “Equitable Communities Incentive”: Waivers from
maximum density controls, parking requirements, and up to three
additional incentives under existing Density Bonus Law

”

Element 6: “Good Government
Reforms (housing approvals)

AB 1483 (Grayson) - Reporting requirements: Post standards and fees,
submit annual report of pending developments to State HCD and MTC

AB 1484 (Grayson) - Prohibits cities from imposing, increasing or
extending fees not specifically listed on their websites

SB 330 (Skinner) - “Housing Crisis Act of 2019”: Among other things,
prohibits cities and voter-approved initiatives from down-zoning land,
imposing moratoriums, costly design standards, caps on discretionary
approvals, and establishes maximum 3 de novo hearings

Element 7: Permit Streamlining,
Financial Incentives

AB 1485 (Wicks/Quirk) [spot bill] - Housing development streamlining
AB 1706 (Quirk) [spot bill] - Affordable housing streamlining

SB 6 (Beall/McGuire) [spot bill] - Database of available land for
housing development

Element 8: Public Lands

AB 1486 (Ting) - Public land for housing development: Expands
definitions of “local agency,” public notification and prioritization
requirements when disposing of public lands

Element 9: Funding and
Financing

AB 1487 (Chiu) - Changes to Housing Element Law(non-substantive)

AB 10 (Chiu) - Expands the state’s existing Low Income Tax Credits for
farmworker housing

AB 11 (Chiu) - “Community Redevelopment Law of 2019”: Authorize
formation of affordable housing and infrastructure agencies, funded
through tax increment financing

SB 5 (Beall/McGuire) - Establishes the “Local-State Sustainable
Investment Incentive Program” to finance affordable housing; to be
administered by the “Sustainable Investment Incentive Committee”

ACA 1 (Aguiar-Curry) - Financing for affordable housing and public
infrastructure, creating additional exception to the 1% limit on the ad
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valorem tax rate on real property, lowers voter threshold to 55% for
bond indebtedness

Element 10: Regional Housing = SB 5 (Beall/McGuire) - Establishes the “Sustainable Investment
Enterprise Incentive Committee” to administer “Local-State Sustainable
Investment Incentive Program”

Information provided above is accurate as of publication of this staff report. However,
housing bills will be amended or augmented during the legislative process, which will
extend into this fall.

California State Budget: Trailer Bill

Newly elected Governor Gavin Newsom has clearly stated his intent to tackle the state’s
housing challenges. In the first few months of his governorship, he has demonstrated a
willingness to hold governments accountable to state housing laws - from suing the City of
Huntington Beach to threatening to withhold transportation funding.

Recently, he has unveiled a budget trailer bill which would provide $1.75 billion in planning
grants, tax credits and loans to stimulate low, mixed and middle-income housing
production. A preliminary analysis indicates that the bill also seeks long-term reform of the
Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) process, higher short-term housing goals, and
“opportunities to link transportation and other non-housing funding” in a manner that
supports achieving those ambitious housing goals. Specifically, the Governor continues to
consider withholding gas tax funding from jurisdictions that do not “have a compliant
housing element and has not zoned and entitled for its updated annual housing goals.”
Similar to the legislative bills, the Governor’s proposals are subject to change throughout
the budget process.

Danville: Legislative Advocacy and Community Outreach

In response to the CASA Compact and anticipated new state housing laws, the Town has
analyzed the Compact’s proposals and outlined a corresponding policy position for each
element (Attachment C). Given the speed at which housing bills are anticipated to advance
through the state legislature, the Town Council provided direction at its February 12, 2019
Study Session for staff and advocacy representatives to:

a. Advocate for a more balanced approach that seeks to achieve a regional balance of jobs,
housing, and transportation through the recommended policy positions contained in
Attachment C; actively discourage legislation that would advance one of these
components at the expense of any other.

b. Advocate for approaches that preserve local decision-making ability to ensure that new
developments fit within the fabric of the existing community while meeting regional
housing needs.
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c. Engage with other jurisdictions to develop a countywide and/or subregional
framework in response to upcoming legislation related to the subject.

d. Engage with State legislators to help craft legislative amendments that are consistent
with the Town’s balanced approach.

e. Undertake a community outreach effort to educate Danville residents of upcoming
legislation that could significantly affect Danville’s ability to review and approve
future housing developments.

The Town’s position on responding to upcoming new state housing legislation is
summarized in Resolution 16-2019 (Attachment A).

Subregional Effort: Tri-Valley Cities

Consistent with Town Council direction, staff from the Tri-Valley Cities (TVC) of Danville,
San Ramon, Dublin, Pleasanton and Livermore have partnered to develop a subregional
response - a strategy to influence legislation in a way that will address the region’s housing
needs in a manner that respects local community character and decision making.

This collaborative effort culminated in the development of the Tri-Valley Cities Housing and
Policy Framework (“TVC Framework”), included as Attachment D. This framework was
unanimously endorsed by all five cities/town at the February 27, 2019 Tri-Valley Cities
Council Meeting. Each of the member TVC cities/town are now in the process of adopting
resolutions in support of the subregional policy framework (Attachment D, Exhibit 1). The
City of Pleasanton passed the TVC Framework resolution on March 5, 2019 while San
Ramon, Dublin and Livermore are scheduled to do so later this month.

Danville supports the broader subregional perspective of the TVC Framework (Resolution
17-2019), which parallels the Town’s local policy positions on the CASA Compact and
emerging housing legislation (Resolution 16-2019).

PUBLIC CONTACT

Posting of the meeting agenda serves as notice to the general public.

FISCAL IMPACT

None.
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RECOMMENDATION

Resolution No. 16-2019, accepting the Danville analysis and adopting policy positions
related to the CASA Compact: A 15-Year Emergency Policy Package to Confront the Housing
Crisis in the San Francisco Bay Area; and Resolution No. 17-2019, supporting the Tri-Valley
Cities Housing and Policy Framework as a supplement to the Tri-Valley Cities Legislative
Framework on housing matters.

Prepgred and Reviewed by:

Tai J. Williams
Assistant Town Manager

Attachments: A - Resolution No. 16-2019
B - CASA Compact (January 2019)
C - Danville Analysis of the CASA Compact
D -Tri-Valley Cities Housing and Policy Framework
Exhibit 1 - Resolution No. 17-2019
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mile radius of a major transit stop or a one-quarter mile radius of a stop on a high-
quality bus corridor if both of the following apply:
e All parcels within the project have no more than 25 percent of their area outside
of a one-half mile radius of a major transit stop or a one-quarter mile radius of a
stop on a high-quality bus corridor.
e No more than 10 percent of the residential units or 100 units, whichever is less,
of the project are outside of a one-half mile radius of a major transit stop or a
one-quarter mile radius of a stop on a high-quality bus corridor.

“Local government” means a city, including a charter city, a county, or a city and
county.

“Major transit stop” means a site containing an existing rail transit station or a ferry
terminal served by either bus or rail transit service.

“Residential development” means a project with at least two-thirds of the square
footage of the development designated for residential use.

“Sensitive community” means an area identified by the Department of Housing and
Community Development, in consultation with local community-based organizations in
each region, as an area vulnerable to displacement pressures, based on indicators such
as percentage of tenant households living at, or under, the poverty line relative to the
region.

Specifically, SB 50 (Wiener) is a developer opt-in bill that would require a city, county, or
city and county to grant an equitable communities incentive to eligible development
proponents. In order to be eligible for an equitable communities incentive, a residential
development shall meet all of the following criteria:

e The residential development is either a job-rich housing project or transit-rich
housing project.

e The residential development is located on a site that, at the time of application, is
zoned to allow housing as an underlying use in the zone, including, but not
limited to, a residential, mixed-use, or commercial zone, as defined and allowed
by the local government.

e The residential development must comply with a locally adopted inclusionary
housing ordinance, if it requires more than 20% for low-income and 11% for very
low-income households.

e States that it is the intent of the Legislature to require that any development of
______ormore residential units receiving an equitable communities incentive
include housing affordable to low, very low or extremely low income households,
which, for projects with low or very low income units, are no less than the number
of onsite units affordable to low or very low income households that would be
required pursuant to subdivision (f) of Section 65915 for a development receiving
a density bonus of 35 percent (20% for low-income and 11% for very low-income
households.)

e The site does not contain, or has not contained, either of the following:
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o Housing occupied by tenants within the seven years preceding the date of
the application, including housing that has been demolished or that
tenants have vacated prior to the application for a development permit.

o A parcel or parcels on which an owner of residential real property has
exercised his or her rights under the Ellis Act, Chapter 12.75 (commencing
with Section 7060) of Division 7 of Title 1 to withdraw accommodations
from rent or lease within 15 years prior to the date that the development
proponent submits an application.

¢ The residential development complies with all applicable labor, construction
employment, and wage standards otherwise required by law and any other
generally applicable requirement regarding the approval of a development
project, including, but not limited to, the local government’s conditional use or
other discretionary permit approval process, the California Environmental Quality
Act, or a streamlined approval process that includes labor protections.

e The residential development complies with all other relevant standards,
requirements, and prohibitions imposed by the local government regarding
architectural design, restrictions on or oversight of demolition, impact fees, and
community benefits agreements.

e The equitable communities incentive shall not be used to undermine the
economic feasibility of delivering low-income housing under the state density
bonus program or a local implementation of the state density bonus program, or
any locally adopted program that puts conditions on new development
applications on the basis of receiving a zone change or general plan amendment
in exchange for benefits such as increased affordable housing, local hire, or
payment of prevailing wages.

A residential development that meets the criteria specified above shall receive, upon
request, an equitable communities incentive as follows:
e “Job-rich housing project” shall receive the following:
o A waiver from maximum controls on density.
o A waiver from maximum automobile parking requirements greater than 0.5
automobile parking spots per unit.
o Up to three incentives and concessions pursuant to subdivision (d) of
Section 65915 (Density Bonus law). These incentives or concessions
may include, but are not limited to, a height limitation, a setback
requirement, a floor area ratio, an onsite open-space requirement, or a
parking ratio that applies to a residential development pursuant to any
ordinance, general plan element, specific plan, charter, or other local
condition, law, policy, resolution, or regulation.

e “Transit-rich housing project” shall receive the following:
A residential development within one-quarter mile radius of a stop on a high-
quality bus corridor:
o A waiver from maximum controls on density.
o A waiver from maximum automobile parking requirements greater than
0.5 automobile parking spots per unit.
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o Up to three incentives and concessions pursuant to subdivision (d) of
Section 65915 (Density Bonus law). These incentives or concessions
may include, but are not limited to, a height limitation, a setback
requirement, a floor area ratio, an onsite open-space requirement, or a
parking ratio that applies to a residential development pursuant to any
ordinance, general plan element, specific plan, charter, or other local
condition, law, policy, resolution, or regulation.

A residential development that is located within a one-half mile radius, but
outside a one-quarter mile radius, of a major transit stop and includes no less
than __ percent affordable housing units shall receive an additional incentive
as follows:

o A waiver from maximum controls on density.

o Up to three incentives and concessions pursuant to subdivision (d) of
Section 65915 (Density Bonus law). These incentives or concessions
may include, but are not limited to, a height limitation, a setback
requirement, a floor area ratio, an onsite open-space requirement, or a
parking ratio that applies to a residential development pursuant to any
ordinance, general plan element, specific plan, charter, or other local
condition, law, policy, resolution, or regulation.

o A waiver from maximum height requirements less than 45 feet.

o A wavier from maximum FAR requirements less than 2.5.

o A waiver from maximum automobile parking requirement.

A residential development that is located within a one-quarter mile radius of a major
transit stop and includes no less than _ percent affordable housing units shall
receive an additional incentive as followings:
o A waiver from maximum controls on density.
o Up to three incentives and concessions pursuant to subdivision (d) of
Section 65915 (Density Bonus law). These incentives or concessions
may include, but are not limited to, a height limitation, a setback
requirement, a floor area ratio, an onsite open-space requirement, or a
parking ratio that applies to a residential development pursuant to any
ordinance, general plan element, specific plan, charter, or other local
condition, law, policy, resolution, or regulation.
o A waiver from maximum height requirements less than 55 feet.
o A waiver from maximum FAR requirements less than 3.25.
o A waiver from any maximum automobile parking requirement.

Notwithstanding any other law, for purposes of calculating any additional incentive or
concession in accordance with Section 65915, the number of units in the residential
development after applying the equitable communities incentive received pursuant to
this chapter shall be used as the base density for calculating the incentive or
concession under that section (Density Bonus law).
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An eligible applicant proposing a project that meets all of the requirements under
Section 65913.4 (SB 35 streamlining) may submit an application for streamlined,
ministerial approval in accordance with that section.

A local government may modify or expand the terms of an equitable communities
incentive provided that the equitable communities incentive is consistent with, and
meets the minimum standards specified in, this chapter.

It is the intent of the Legislature that, absent exceptional circumstances, actions taken
by a local legislative body that increase residential density not undermine the equitable
communities incentive program.

“Sensitive community” delayed implementation - It is the intent of the Legislature that
implementation of SB 50 be delayed in sensitive communities until July 1, 2020.

It is further the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation that does all of the following:

e Between January 1, 2020, and _____, allows a local government, in lieu of the
requirements of this chapter, to opt for a community-led planning process aimed
toward increasing residential density and multifamily housing choices near transit
stops.

e Encourages sensitive communities to opt for a community-led planning process
at the neighborhood level to develop zoning and other policies that encourage
multifamily housing development at a range of income levels to meet unmet
needs, protect vulnerable residents from displacement, and address other locally
identified priorities.

e Sets minimum performance standards for community plans, such as minimum
overall residential development capacity and the minimum affordability standards
set forth.

e Automatically applies the provisions of this chapter on January 1, 2025, to
sensitive communities that do not have adopted community plans that meet the
minimum standards whether those plans were adopted prior to or after
enactment.

Fiscal Impact:
No direct fiscal impact to cities.

Existing League Policy:

Zoning

The League believes local zoning is a primary function of cities and is an essential
component of home rule. The process of adoption, implementation and enforcement of
zoning ordinances should be open and fair to the public and enhance the
responsiveness of local decision-makers. State policy should leave local siting and use
decisions to the city and not interfere with local prerogative beyond providing a
constitutionally valid procedure for adopting local regulations. State agency siting of
facilities, including campuses and office buildings, should be subject to local notice and
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focusing development on empty lots and underutilized commercial spaces. | want to
thank Senator Wiener for his continued leadership in pushing for more housing
throughout California.”

Oakland Mayor Libby Shaaf:

“The Bay Area must address our shared housing crisis with bold solutions and this bill is
an important step toward inclusive communities where everyone has access to stable
housing. | appreciate that Sen. Weiner has included key elements of the CASA process
— an 18-month effort by Bay Area government officials and stakeholders to create new
regional housing strategies — and | am committed to working with the state legislature to
implement these solutions.”

Sacramento Mayor Darrell Steinberg:

“I strongly support the concepts outlined in SB 50 because cities throughout California
are in the midst of a housing affordability crisis and we need tools that allow us to meet
our housing demands. Recent state reports demonstrate cities are falling well short of
the housing, climate and sustainable transit goals California committed to in SB 375,
legislation | authored in 2008. Senator Weiner’s legislation provides a vital tool for local
governments to meet those goals.”

Emeryville Mayor John Bauters:

"Every city in California has to do its part to solve the housing crisis, and I'm proud to
stand with fellow housing champions in support of the More HOMES Act. In addition to
the incredible burden on our workers, the housing crisis is now fueling the climate crisis
by forcing people into long commutes. We should build much more housing near transit,
and I'm excited to support this effort to do so."

Support-Opposition: (as of 12/4/18)

Support
San Francisco Mayor London Breed, Oakland Mayor Libby Schaaf, Sacramento Mayor

Darrell Steinberg, Emeryville Mayor John Bauters, and El Cerrito Mayor Gabriel Quinto,
Non-Profit Housing Association of Northern California (NPH), California Apartment
Association,

Opposition:
City of Pasadena

Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends the committee discuss SB 50 and determine a position.

Committee Recommendation:
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7. What is the State doing about the housing shortage?

9.

In 2017, as a response to the statewide housing shortfall, State legislators crafted 15
new housing bills known as the “2017 Housing Package.” Collectively, the focus of
these bills has been focused largely on holding local governments accountable
(increased reporting and monitoring), reducing public process (permit streamlining),
and identifying new funding sources. Despite the outright objection of many
communities, the bills became law in late 2017.

How do State housing laws affect cities?

Cities are required by State law to ensure that sufficient lands are available to
accommodate their “fair share” of housing units. This means that there must be a
sufficient amount of land that is designated for all housing types.

As a part of the required Housing Element update, cities must determine whether
enough land is available to accommodate its RHNA assignment. If not, then the city
is required to designate new “opportunity sites” for this purpose — usually through
amending the General Plan and Zoning designation to allow for multifamily housing
development.

Under current state law, cities are not required to build housing units. Housing
construction is still driven by the private market. Instead, a city’s obligation is to allow
these units to be built (through General Plan and Zoning designations). Generally,
new housing projects are still required to go through local land use entitlement review
and public hearings. New legislation, in some cases, proposes to streamline this
review process.

What happens if a city doesn’t comply with State housing laws?

Non-compliance could have a number of immediate impacts. First, any RHNA
assignment that is not accommodated in one housing cycle will likely be rolled over to
the next, increasing the amount of units, and potential land a city is required to
designate for multi-family housing during the next cycle. Second, a city would
become vulnerable to lawsuits for non-compliance. Third, a city would risk loss of
significant transportation funding and become ineligible for a number of state and
federal grants.

If sued for non-compliance, a city’s ability to regulate and influence the design and
planning of future multifamily housing proposals could be compromised, further
diminishing local decision making over what gets built in the future.

10.What is CASA and the CASA Compact?

In July 2017, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) and the Association
of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) convened the Committee to House the Bay Area,



11.

12.

also known as CASA. CASA was charged with developing a “bold plan” to tackle the
Bay Area’s housing challenges.

In December 2018, CASA released the “CASA Compact: A 15-Year Emergency
Policy Package to Confront the Housing Crisis in the San Francisco Bay Area.” The
CASA Compact (“Compact”) is a wide-ranging 10-point plan that sets out to achieve
three overarching goals for the Bay Area:

e Produce 35,000 housing units per year
e Preserve 30,000 affordable units
e Protect 300,000 lower-income households

The Compact is comprised of 10 “elements” intended as a package of actions to be
implemented in its entirety. These elements include tenant protections, housing
production mandates, diversion of local community funds and new taxes, as well as
the creation of a new regional authority to implement these ideas.

Representatives on CASA include major employers (Google, Facebook, Genentech),
for-profit and non-profit housing developers, housing advocates, charitable
foundations and elected officials from large cities and counties.

Details about the CASA Compact can be found at MTC’s website:
https://mtc.ca.gov/our-work/plans-projects/casa-committee-house-bay-area/about

How or why was CASA created and will it become State law?

CASA was created as a response to the statewide housing concerns, described in a
report published in 2017 by the State of California titled, “California’s Housing Future:
Challenges and Opportunities.” However, much of the CASA analysis and
recommendations are focused on the San Francisco Bay Area.

CASA is not an actual legislative bill. However, it is recommended to be used as the
framework for another round of state legislation in 2019, aimed at further expanding
housing mandates at the expense of local government control.

What are the Tri-Valley Cities doing to influence pending state legislation?

With over 100 housing bills likely to be introduced by State legislators in 2019, the Tri-
Valley Cities (Danville, Dublin, Livermore, Pleasanton and San Ramon) are working
together on a proactive and nuanced approach to advocacy and engagement. In
addition to educating the public and stakeholders on these issues, the Tri-Valley
Cities' goals are to influence the legislative process and create a shared Tri-Valley
position on key topics. The Tri-Valley Cities have prepared a “Housing Paper and
Policy Framework” which will guide our efforts. While this approach provides common
areas of concern, each city continues to pursue their own individual areas of concern
that are unique to their needs.
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RESOLUTION NO. 17-2019

SUPPORTING THE TRI-VALLEY CITIES HOUSING AND POLICY
FRAMEWORK AS A SUPPLEMENT TO THE TRI-VALLEY CITIES
LEGISLATIVE FRAMEWORK ON HOUSING MATTERS

WHEREAS, in 2017 the Tri-Valley cities of Dublin, Livermore, Pleasanton, and San
Ramon and the Town of Danville (collectively known as the “Tri-Valley Cities”)
acknowledged the importance of collaborating on a legislative advocacy framework,
which resulted in the development of the Tri-Valley Cities Legislative Framework; and

WHEREAS, the Tri-Valley Cities recognize and respect the local needs and character of
each community, and have a shared interest in maintaining local control of decision-
making related to all aspects of the management of each jurisdiction including, but not
limited to, financial, land use and development, and growth-related matters; and

WHEREAS, in January of 2017, the State of California published a report titled
“California’s Housing Future: Opportunities and Challenges,” which documented the
negative consequences of the historic underproduction of housing in California,
including an increasing affordability gap, falling rates of homeownership,
disproportionate rates of homelessness, and issues such as urban sprawl and traffic
congestion. Collectively, these issues have been identified by legislators as part of a
statewide “housing crisis”; and

WHEREAS, in September of 2017, California Governor Jerry Brown signed into law the
“Housing Package” consisting of 15 new bills focused on funding, permit streamlining,
and increased enforcement and accountability for local governments with respect to
implementation of the Housing Element; and

WHEREAS, in 2018, State legislators approved, and the Governor signed into law,
several additional housing bills; and

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission formed the Committee to
House the Bay Area (CASA) to address the housing challenges in the Bay Area; and

WHEREAS, in December 2018, the Committee to House the Bay Area released an
ambitious 10-point plan, known as the CASA Compact, to serve as state legislative
research data for future housing legislation; and

WHEREAS, the State’s focus on the affordable housing challenges is likely to continue
for the foreseeable future with new legislation that will impact local jurisdictions; and
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WHEREAS, the Tri-Valley Cities recognize the substantial challenge of providing
adequate and affordable housing opportunities in the region, and the shared
responsibility of all communities across the State to help address these needs; and

WHEREAS, there is a unique opportunity for the Tri-Valley Cities to work together, to
develop a collaborative response to influence legislative efforts at the State towards
outcomes that address housing needs, while respecting community character and desire
for local control of decision making; and

WHEREAS, the Tri-Valley Cities affirm their interest in and commitment to shaping
housing policy outcomes in a constructive manner, through a proactive and nuanced
approach to advocacy and engagement on the topic of housing that will result in better
outcomes for the region and the individual communities; and

WHEREAS, the Tri-Valley Cities have developed the Tri-Valley Cities Housing and
Policy Framework to provide additional depth to the Tri-Valley Cities Legislative
Framework in the area of housing; and

WHEREAS, the Tri-Valley Cities Housing and Policy Framework provides a
comprehensive statement of the Tri-Valley cities legislative approach, reflecting the
following Key Themes:

e Balanced Solutions - Housing, Jobs, and Transportation;
e Provide, Promote, and Protect Affordability;

e Context Sensitive Housing;

e Infrastructure and Services; and

e Funding and Resources; and

WHEREAS, the Key Themes are topic areas where there is consensus among the Tri-
Valley Cities, and which can be used to inform, influence, respond, and advocate, on the
topic of housing at the local, regional and State level; and

WHEREAS, the overall approach identifies and addresses common areas of concern,
while recognizing that each city can and will continue to pursue individual areas of
interest that are specific to their community’s needs; and

WHEREAS, on February 27, 2019, the Tri-Valley Mayors and Councilmembers met to
discuss the Tri-Valley Cities Housing and Policy Framework; and

WHEREAS, the Danville Town Council met on March 19, 2019 to consider and discuss
the Tri-Valley Cities Housing and Policy Framework; now, therefore, be it
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RESOLVED, that the Danville Town Council does hereby resolve, declare, determine
and order the following:

Section 1. The Tri-Valley Cities Housing and Policy Framework is hereby
supported as supplemental material to the existing Tri-Valley Cities Legislative
Framework on matters related to housing legislation.

Section 2. The Tri-Valley Cities may from time-to-time revisit the Tri-Valley Cities
Housing and Policy Framework to ensure that the approaches and topics
discussed within the report remain relevant and appropriate.

APPROVED by the Danville Town Council at a regular meeting on March 19, 2019 by
the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:
ABSTAINED:
ABSENT:

MAYOR

APPROVED AS TO FORM: ATTEST:

Eﬁo‘wt B. Euing

[ 8a5CECA0ADIF4BF .

CITY ATTORNEY CITY CLERK
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